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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
9/9/2008 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 8 of the 
claim "second" is not followed with any term, the examiner believes applicant means for 
it to state "second format". Also, line 10 of the claim, "data base" should be changed to 
"database". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Examiner can not find support in applicant's 
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specification that ties the user to be able to use the specific contact database to make a 
call easier. The only support of the "specific contact database that the examiner can 
find is on page 6 in Section 0015 but its unclear how this database is used and how it 
relates to the user. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1,4-5, 8, 11, 14-15, 18, and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Aarnio (US Pat Appl# 2003/0087650) in view of Henderson 
(US Pat# 7,266,186). 

Regarding claim 1 , Aarnio teaches a mobile telephone having a camera 
configured to generate an image of a document containing the contact data (location 
information is one form of contact data[sections 0006 and 0016] or even retail 
information is another form of contact data [section 0023]) in a first format that contains 
the data (digital image data, Sections 0006 and 0016 and 3.4 of Fig. 3); a processing 
server configured to receive the image via a wireless communication network, process 
the image to recognize the contact data with an image processing system, extract the 
contact data from the image and arrange the data according to a second format (mobile 
telephone sends image to mobile network 14 which extracts data and sends back to 
mobile telephone in a TXT, display image, audible message, etc. [Sections 0006-0008 
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and 0016-0018]; and a specific contact database in the mobile telephone, associated 
with the processing server, that receives and stores the extracted contact data 
according to the second format, wherein the second format is different from the first 
format and is consistent with the specific contact data base so that the extracted contact 
data can easily be added to the specific contact database (the contact is stored in the 
phone in order to for the user to view/hear the information, Sections 0006-0008 0016- 
0018, and 0023). Aarnio fails to teach a user can easily make a call on the mobile 
telephone using the added extracted contact data. 

Henderson teaches that the extracted contact data can easily be added to the 
specific contact database and a user can easily make a call on the mobile telephone 
using the added extracted contact data (contact data [i.e. addresses, numbers, etc] is 
transmitted to the device and stored for easy access for the user, abstract). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a user can 
easily make a call on the mobile telephone using the added extracted contact data as 
taught by Henderson into Aarnio's automated contact data input in order to reduce time 
(Col. 2 lines 34-40 and Col. 3 lines 6-1 1 ). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination including Aarnio teaches wherein the image 
processing system employs optical character recognition to extract the data from the 
contact image (Sections 0015-0017). 

Regarding claim 5, it would be obvious that Aarnio can teach a processing server 
employing a spelling correction system (Sections 0015-0017) since it already has an 
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optical character recognition system and therefore a simple word processor systems 
having spell checking functions could do the task. 

Regarding claim 8, the combination including Aarnio teaches wherein the 
wireless communication conforms to a selected one of GPRS 14 (Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , method claim 1 1 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 1 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 14, method claim 14 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 4 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 15, method claim 15 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 5 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 18, method claim 18 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 8 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 21 , the combination including Aarnio teaches wherein the 
contact data is a portion of the image (Sections 0006 and 0016). 

Regarding claim 22, the combination including Aarnio teaches automatically 
storing the data in the database format in the database of the mobile telephone 
(Sections 0006 and 0016-0018). 

7. Claims 2, 7, 9, 12, 17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Aarnio (US Pat Appl# 2003/0087650) in view of Henderson (US Pat# 
7,266,1 86) and further in view of Yukie et al. (US Pat# 6,956,833). 

Regarding claim 2, Aarnio in view of Henderson teaches the limitations in claim 
1 . Aarnio and Henderson fail to teach a video sequence. 
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Yukie teaches wherein the image comprises a video sequence (Col. 7 line 35- 
Col. 8 line 26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a video 
sequence as taught by Yukie into a user can easily make a call on the mobile telephone 
using the added extracted contact data as taught by Henderson into Aarnio's automated 
contact data input in order to reduce local storage in a consumer device (Col. 2 lines 53- 
54). 

Regarding claim 7, Yukie further teaches wherein the processing server forwards 
the contact data extracted from the image to a destination in accordance with received 
instructions (Col. 6 line 55-Col. 7 line 3). 

Regarding claim 9, Yukie further teaches wherein the mobile device has a 
memory configured to store multiple images and transmits the multiple images to the 
processing server in a batch (Col. 7 lines 26-34). 

Regarding claim 12, method claim 12 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 2 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 17, method claim 17 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 7 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 19, method claim 19 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 9 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 
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8. Claims 3 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Aarnio (US Pat Appl# 2003/0087650) in view of Henderson (US Pat# 7,266,186) and 
further in view of Zilliacus (US Pat Appl# 2003/021 1 856). 

Regarding claim 3, Aarnio in view of Henderson teaches the limitations in claim 
1 . Aarnio and Henderson fail to teach a telephone transmitting an image by an MMS 
format. 

Zilliacus's system for facilitating interactive presentations using wireless 
messaging teaches a mobile telephone 1014 (Fig. 10) transmitting an image to the 
processing server 1016 (Fig. 10) by employing a selected one of an MMS "MMS" (Fig. 
10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a telephone 
transmitting an image by an MMS format as taught by Zilliacus into a user can easily 
make a call on the mobile telephone using the added extracted contact data as taught 
by Henderson into Aarnio's automated contact data input in order to cut costs and test 
new technologies (Section 0005). 

Regarding claim 13, method claim 13 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 3 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

9. Claims 10 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Aarnio (US Pat Appl# 2003/0087650) in view of Henderson (US Pat# 7,266,1 86) 
and further in view of lida (US Pat Appl# 2003/0181200). 
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Regarding claim 10, Aarnio in view of Henderson teaches the limitations in claim 
1 . Aarnio and Henderson fail to teach charging the user for processing. 

lida's mobile terminal with built in camera and network printing system teaches a 
charge system, coupled to the processing server, configured to charge a user for 
processing of the image (Sections 0005 and 0054). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate charging the 
user for processing as taught by lida into a user can easily make a call on the mobile 
telephone using the added extracted contact data as taught by Henderson into Aarnio's 
automated contact data input in order to efficiently send image data (Section 0007). 

Regarding claim 20, method claim 20 is rejected for the same reason as system 
claim 10 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Response to Arguments 
10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 7-15, and 17-22 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANDREW WENDELL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-0557. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nay Maung can be reached on 571-272-7882. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Andrew Wendell/ /Nay A. Maung/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 261 8 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2618 



11/18/2008 



